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Additionally, the collaborative was
able to build boat rigs, complete the
building of administrative and recre-
ation facilities for the Forest Service
and an airstrip for aviators, as well as
provide road maintenance for adminis-
trative sites.

I am so proud to highlight the men
and women who stepped up and made a
difference for the benefit of all in the
Hells Canyon river area. I look forward
to hearing about more good work from
them.

————
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CONGRESS MUST ADDRESS THE
DEBT CEILING

(Mr. LEVIN of California asked and
was given permission to address the
House for 1 minute and to revise and
extend his remarks.)

Mr. LEVIN of California. Mr. Speak-
er, I rise today to address a looming
crisis facing our country. This one is a
man-made crisis, one born out of cruel
political calculations.

Mr. Speaker, I am referring to the
threat of some of our Republican col-
leagues to refuse to raise the debt ceil-
ing next year, unless their most ex-
treme demands are met, and they have
made clear what those demands are.

They believe this threat is how they
can finally force cuts to the Social Se-
curity benefits that millions of Ameri-
cans have earned. This threat is how
they are going try to raise the retire-
ment age. This is how they want to
force cuts to Medicare.

They are prepared to force a default
and create catastrophic consequences
for our economy and America’s stand-
ing in the world, so they can slash So-
cial Security and Medicare.

We can’t let that happen. We must
address the debt ceiling. The con-
sequences if we don’t act are too grave.

To all of my colleagues, we must not
hold Social Security and Medicare hos-
tage. We must address the debt ceiling
as soon as possible.

———

HONORING THE LIFE OF DAVID
“WALLY” WALLER

(Mr. C. SCOTT FRANKLIN of Florida
asked and was given permission to ad-
dress the House for 1 minute and to re-
vise and extend his remarks.)

Mr. C. SCOTT FRANKLIN of Florida.
Mr. Speaker, I rise today to honor the
life of David ‘“Wally” Waller, a Polk
County, Florida, native who passed
away last month at the age of 67 fol-
lowing a courageous battle with can-
cer.

Wally was a hero to our community
in more ways than one, beginning with
his 25-year career in law enforcement.
After retiring, he became a hero to
countless children while serving as pro-
gram coordinator for the U.S. Marine
Corps Reserve’s Toys for Tots program.

Under Wally’s leadership, Polk Coun-
ty’s Toys for Tots was named the top
program in the United States last year
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with more than 57,000 toys collected for
over 14,000 children. Those who volun-
teered with him said he was the heart
and soul of Toys for Tots, a title he
richly deserved.

On behalf of our community, thank
you, Wally and ‘“Well done, thy good
and faithful servant.”

————

RESPECT FOR MARRIAGE ACT

Mr. NADLER. Mr. Speaker, pursuant
to House Resolution 1510, I call up the
bill (H.R. 8404) to repeal the Defense of
Marriage Act and ensure respect for
State regulation of marriage, and for
other purposes, with the Senate
amendment thereto, and ask for its im-
mediate consideration.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Clerk will designate the Senate amend-
ment.

Senate amendment:

Strike all after the enacting clause and in-
sert the following:

SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE.

This Act may be cited as the ‘‘Respect for
Marriage Act’.

SEC. 2. FINDINGS.

Congress finds the following:

(1) No union is more profound than marriage,
for it embodies the highest ideals of love, fidel-
ity, devotion, sacrifice, and family.

(2) Diverse beliefs about the role of gender in
marriage are held by reasonable and sincere
people based on decent and honorable religious
or philosophical premises. Therefore, Congress
affirms that such people and their diverse beliefs
are due proper respect.

(3) Millions of people, including interracial
and same-sex couples, have entered into mar-
riages and have enjoyed the rights and privi-
leges associated with marriage. Couples joining
in marriage deserve to have the dignity, sta-
bility, and ongoing protection that marriage af-
fords to families and children.

SEC. 3. REPEAL OF SECTION ADDED TO TITLE 28,
UNITED STATES CODE, BY SECTION 2
OF THE DEFENSE OF MARRIAGE ACT.

Section 1738C of title 28, United States Code,
is repealed.

SEC. 4. FULL FAITH AND CREDIT GIVEN TO MAR-
RIAGE EQUALITY.

Chapter 115 of title 28, United States Code, as
amended by this Act, is further amended by in-
serting after section 1738B the following:
“§1738C. Certain acts, records, and pro-

ceedings and the effect thereof

“(a) IN GENERAL.—No person acting under
color of State law may deny—

“(1) full faith and credit to any public act,
record, or judicial proceeding of any other State
pertaining to a marriage between 2 individuals,
on the basis of the sex, race, ethnicity, or na-
tional origin of those individuals; or

“(2) a right or claim arising from such a mar-
riage on the basis that such marriage would not
be recognized under the law of that State on the
basis of the sex, race, ethnicity, or national ori-
gin of those individuals.

“(b) ENFORCEMENT BY ATTORNEY GENERAL.—
The Attorney General may bring a civil action
in the appropriate United States district court
against any person who violates subsection (a)
for declaratory and injunctive relief.

“(c) PRIVATE RIGHT OF ACTION.—Any person
who is harmed by a violation of subsection (a)
may bring a civil action in the appropriate
United States district court against the person
who violated such subsection for declaratory
and injunctive relief.

‘““(d) STATE DEFINED.—In this section, the
term ‘State’ has the meaning given such term
under section 7 of title 1.”’.
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SEC. 5. MARRIAGE RECOGNITION.
Section 7 of title 1, United States Code, is
amended to read as follows:

“§7. Marriage

‘“(a) For the purposes of any Federal law,
rule, or regulation in which marital status is a
factor, an individual shall be considered mar-
ried if that individual’s marriage is between 2
individuals and is valid in the State where the
marriage was entered into or, in the case of a
marriage entered into outside any State, if the
marriage is between 2 individuals and is valid in
the place where entered into and the marriage
could have been entered into in a State.

““(b) In this section, the term ‘State’ means a
State, the District of Columbia, the Common-
wealth of Puerto Rico, or any other territory or
possession of the United States.

““(c) For purposes of subsection (a), in deter-
mining whether a marriage is valid in a State or
the place where entered into, if outside of any
State, only the law of the jurisdiction applicable
at the time the marriage was entered into may
be considered.”.

SEC. 6. NO IMPACT ON RELIGIOUS LIBERTY AND
CONSCIENCE.

(a) IN GENERAL.—Nothing in this Act, or any
amendment made by this Act, shall be construed
to diminish or abrogate a religious liberty or
conscience protection otherwise available to an
individual or organization under the Constitu-
tion of the United States or Federal law.

(b) GooDs OR SERVICES.—Consistent with the
First Amendment to the Constitution, nonprofit
religious organizations, including churches,
mosques, synagogues, temples, nondenomina-
tional ministries, interdenominational and ecu-
menical organizations, mission organizations,
faith-based social agencies, religious edu-
cational institutions, and mnonprofit entities
whose principal purpose is the study, practice,
or advancement of religion, and any employee
of such an organization, shall not be required to
provide services, accommodations, advantages,
facilities, goods, or privileges for the solemniza-
tion or celebration of a marriage. Any refusal
under this subsection to provide such services,
accommodations, advantages, facilities, goods,
or privileges shall not create any civil claim or
cause of action.

SEC. 7. STATUTORY PROHIBITION.

(a) NO IMPACT ON STATUS AND BENEFITS NOT
ARISING FROM A MARRIAGE.—Nothing in this
Act, or any amendment made by this Act, shall
be construed to deny or alter any benefit, sta-
tus, or right of an otherwise eligible entity or
person which does not arise from a marriage, in-
cluding tax-erempt status, taxr treatment, edu-
cational funding, or a grant, contract, agree-
ment, guarantee, loan, scholarship, license, cer-
tification, accreditation, claim, or defense.

(b) NO FEDERAL RECOGNITION OF POLYG-
AMOUS MARRIAGES.—Nothing in this Act, or any
amendment made by this Act, shall be construed
to require or authorize Federal recognition of
marriages between more than 2 individuals.

SEC. 8. SEVERABILITY.

If any provision of this Act, or any amend-
ment made by this Act, or the application of
such provision to any person, entity, govern-
ment, or circumstance, is held to be unconstitu-
tional, the remainder of this Act, or any amend-
ment made thereby, or the application of such
provision to all other persons, entities, govern-
ments, or circumstances, shall not be affected
thereby.

MOTION TO CONCUR
Mr. NADLER. Mr. Speaker, I have a
motion at the desk.
The SPEAKER pro tempore.
Clerk will designate the motion.
The text of the motion is as follows:
Mr. Nadler of New York moves that the
House concur in the Senate amendment to
H.R. 8404.

The
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